Bachground & Aims: Oral lichenoid reactions (OLR) and oral lichen planus (OLP) are clinically and histopathologically similar but their therapeutic approach are different. Due to the presence of dysplasia in oral lichen planus which effects prognosis, the aim of study was the evaluation of proliferation activity of OLPs and OLRs and their subtypes. AgNOR technique that is inexpensive and easy to perform was used to differentiate OLPs and OLRs and their subtypes. Result: There were significant differences between OLP(and its subtypes) and N and also between OLR(and erosive type) and N .
Introduction
Lichen planus is a chronic inflammatory disease mucocutaneous which was introduced for the first time On the other hand the possibility oral lichen planus malignancy is discussed (4-5-6) . Dysplasia in 11% to 25% has been reported (7) and malignant transformation in the 0% to 5/12% has been observed in patients with oral lichen planus (8) (9) . One of the noteworthy challenges about oral lichen planus is the diagnosis of presence of dysplasia in tissue sections derived from it.
In some cases, it is difficult to express the presence of dysplasia in the histopathologic specimens. 
Materials and Methods

Proliferation index:
Proliferation index of the studied groups is summarized (mean number of cells by more than 5 AgNOR dots per core) in Table 1 .
Statistical analysis showed no significant differences between the groups in terms of proliferation index lichen planus, lichenoid reactions, normal mucosa (P-value =0.073).
The statistical analysis showed that there is a significant difference between groups in terms of proliferation index within the subtypes (P-value =0.004) that indicate this difference was due to the significant difference between the proliferation index erosive lichenoid reaction by reacting Lichenoid reticular (P-value =0.008) as well as between erosive lichenoid reaction with normal mucosa (P-value =0.004).
The difference in size of AgNOR: Although in some papers (kulkarni and colleagues (19) argue that the AgNOR only reflects the activity of cell (18) is in contrast of our study which could be attributed to two different cut off point for proliferation index. Also, qualitative analysis of AgNOR points showed no significant differences between the three groups (OLP, lichenoid reactions, and normal mucosa) which is inconsistent with study of Kulkarni et al (19) .However, this contrast may be referred to the parameters of qualitative evaluation of AgNOR dot.
In the investigation of proliferative activity of reticular and erosive oral lichen planus of this study there were no significant differences between the two groups that is consistent with study of Montebugnoli and colleagues 
